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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is " 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claim recites "an apparatus", "a system", 
however, there is no hardware component recited in claim in order to enable the 
function to be realized. Thus, at best, the claim is considered as software per se. Thus, 
software per se claim is not one of the four categories of invention and therefore claims 
9-20 are not statutory. 

To expedite a complete examination of the instant application the claims rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 101 non-statutory above are further rejected as set forth below in 
anticipation of applicant amending these claims to place them within the four categories 
of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saldanha et al (US Patent 6,714,939 B2) in view of Davis et al (6,829,759 B1). 

As per claim 1, Saldanha discloses [a] method for generating a translation table, 
the method comprising the steps of: 

accessing a domain model (Fig. 11, # 1110, col. 10, lines 52-60, natural markup 
language model); 

accessing a specialized computer language specification (Fig. 1 1 ,# 1 140, col. 
10, lines 62-67, as content engine 1 120 of figure 1 1 accesses a domain markup 
language 1140); 

associating elements from the domain model to functions and 
arguments of the specialized computer language specification (col. 7, lines 41-44, as 
natural markup language query is converted into domain markup language query that 
correspond to the objects of the natural markup language and their attributes). 

Saldanha does not explicitly teach creating the translation table based on the 
association on the associations between the domain model and functions and 
arguments of the specialized computer language. However, Davis teaches creating 
translation table (col. 22, lines 6-27). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill on the art at the time invention was made to combine the teachings of the 
cited references to combine the teachings of the cited references to implement the step 
of creating the translation table as disclosed by Davis because it would provide users 
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(i.e., programmers) without the need to rewrite the entire program starting from scratch 
since the generation of a translation table is not done manually. 

As per claim 2, Saldanha teaches wherein the step of accessing the domain 
model comprises the step of accessing a set of commands, objects, and attributes 
utilized for the particular domain (Fig. 1 1 , # 1 1 30). 

As per claim 3, Saldanha teaches wherein the step of accessing the specialized 
computer language (SCL) specification comprises the step of accessing a knowledge 
base comprising possible SCL functions and how SCL functions handle arguments (Fig. 
11, # 1140). 

As per claim 4, Saldanha teaches wherein the step of associating elements from 
the domain model to functions and arguments of the SCL specification comprises the 
step of iterating through commands, objects, and attributes for the domain model, and 
associating each command, object, and attribute with an SCL function and/or argument 
(Fig. 11, #1130 and 1140). 

As per claim 5, Davis teaches presenting the associated elements for validation 
(Fig. 20, # 834) and/or inclusion into the translation table (Fig. 20, # 838); and renaming 
domain entities to ensure correspondence with SCL entities (col. 22, lines 15-20). 

As per claim 6, Saldanha teaches wherein: the step of accessing the domain 
model comprises the step of accessing a set of commands, objects, and attributes 
utilized for the particular domain (Fig. 1 1 ,# 1 1 30 and #111 0); and the step of 
accessing the specialized computer language (SCL) specification comprises the step of 
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accessing a knowledge base comprising possible SCL functions and how SCL functions 
handle arguments (Fig. 1 1 , # 1 140). 

As per claim 7, Saldanha teaches wherein the step of associating elements from 
the domain model to functions and arguments of the SCL specification comprises the 
step of iterating through commands, objects, and attributes for the domain model, and 
associating each command, object, and attribute with an SCL function and/or argument 
(Fig. 11, # 1140). 

As per claim 8, Saldanha teaches the step of: presenting the 
associated elements for validation (Fig. 20, # 834) and/or inclusion into the translation 
table (Fig. 20, # 838). 

Claims 9 and 17 have similar limitations as recited in claim 1, except that claims 
9 and 17 are recited in a system and apparatus form. Consequently, claims 9 and 17 
are rejected under the same rationale as stated in claim arguments: 

Claims 10-16, 18-20 have similar limitations as claim 2-8, therefore, they are 
rejected under the same subject matter. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBBIE M. LE whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4111. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 






